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Considering the crisis of ambiguity that has come to dominate the normative texts, this
study argues that the instruments of the pragmatic method can, to a large extent,
deconstruct the normative legal text, and interrogate its meanings, by interpreting and
developing it, given its examination of what a speaker implies and a listener infers
based on contributing factors like the situational context, the individuals’ mental states,
the preceding dialogue, and other elements.

The study demonstrated, through this multidisciplinary research, that because the
pragmatic approach is based on the verbal act; While other approaches focus their
attention on the discourse itself and not on the communicative contents and intentions
manufactured as a result of the speech act, it is the most capable of relieving the crisis of
ambiguity in which the normative text flounders.

The study also proved that the evolutionary interpretation approach is a promising
creative approach, given its enormous potential that reaches the point of reviving new
life in the normative text, by developing its renewed applications and creating flowing
and open dimensions to the text in its various manifestations. The application of this
approach in the field of interpretation of legal texts guarantees many advantages, the
most important of which is the application of normative texts to cases and situations that
the drafters of the texts themselves did not expect at the time of their drafting. Perhaps
the approach of the European Court of Human Rights to this approach and its adoption
of it at the European level is the best evidence of its maximum effectiveness

Keywords: Linguistics, pragmatics, crisis of ambiguity, interpretation, legal text,
evolutionary interpretation.
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Parikh, Prashant, 2010, Language and equilibrium. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Recanati, Frangois; 2004, Literal meaning, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. (Recanati’s defence
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3- Neale, Stephen, 1992, “Paul Grice and the philosophy of language,” Linguistics and Philosophy, 15:
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Neale, 2016, “Silent Reference,” in G. Ostertag (ed.), Meanings and Other Things: Essays in Honor of
Stephen Schiffer, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 229-344.
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3- Nadine Poulet, Gibot Leclerc. Droit administratif : sources, moyens, controles. 3e édition. Bréal. 2007,

pp.80-86.
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